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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Office withdraws the previous rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a), in light of the amendment. However, the Office has set forth new rejections 
under 35 U.S.C. §§1 12-1 st and -2 nd paragraphs and 103(a), in light of the amendment. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1/16/2006 has been entered. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: The word 
"comprising" in line 1 should be followed by a colon, rather than a comma. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 



6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 4-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 
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Regarding independent claim 4: the newly recited limitation directed to a data 
store that stores financial data appears to constitute new matter, as a description of 
such did not appear in the as-filed specification. 



Claims 5-11 are dependent upon claim 4, and therefore likewise rejected. 



8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



9. Claims 4-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 4: This claim recites a requirement for a data 
store for financial data in lines 4-5 and the subsequent retrieval of calendar data from 
that data store in line 9. It is unclear how/why calendar data is retrieved from a financial 
data store. The intended scope of this claim is therefore ambiguous. For the purpose 
of further consideration, this claim will be interpreted as reciting a generic data store. 



Claims 5-11 are dependent upon claim 4, and therefore likewise rejected. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/021 ,264 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2162 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a)A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made 



1 1 Claims 4-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lawande et al (US Patent No. 6,934,740, filed Sep. 19, 2000 and issued Aug. 23, 2005, 
hereafter referred to as "Lawande") in view of Margery Spears, editor (Microsoft Outlook 
2000: Step by Step, Catapult Inc., © 1999, pp. vii-ix, 133-218 and 221-267, hereafter 
referred to as "Spears") and further in view of Brown et al (US Patent No. 6,601,016, 
filed Apr. 28, 2000 and issued Jul. 29, 2003, hereafter referred to as "Brown"). 

Regarding independent claim 4 Lawande discloses: In a computer network, 
a method performed by a schema-based service for identity-based access to 
calendar data, (See Lawande Figure 17, showing a calendar service, in context of 
column 51 Table 9, listing a calendar DTD.) the method comprising, receiving a 
request from a device to retrieve a user's calendar data from a data store that 
stores financial data of a plurality of users, the request including associated 
identity information identifying one of the users, where the request is structured 
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with markup language that conforms to a markup language schema that defines 
how requests to the service are structured; (See Lawande Figure 1 7 #942 [A-C] 
showing storage of user calendar data, in context of Figure 18, showing a calendar 
service architecture and data flow.) reading from the data store to obtain the user's 
calendar data in response to the request, wherein access to the data store is 
based on the user's associated identity information; (See Lawande Figure 17, 
especially #942 A-C, disclosing access to stored calendar data associated with a user 
ID [e.g., Mom, Dad, Family].) constructing a calendar document including at least 
part of the requested user's calendar data, the defined schema operable to be 
interpreted by the device, where the user's calendar data in the calendar 
document is structured with markup language that conforms to the defined 
schema for calendar data; (See Lawande column 50 line 64 through column 51 line 6 
and column 51 Table 9, disclosing the downloading of calendar XML data and the use 
of a DTD. The Office notes that a DTD is an obvious variant of a schema.) returning 
the calendar document to the device in response to the request. (See Lawande 
Figure 17, noting the path labeled "To User Display".) 

However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. 
Spears, though, discloses: filtering the calendar data based on a type of role of the 
calendar data's requester, whereby the amount of calendar data to be returned 
varies according to a role of the requester; (See Spears top of page 253, showing a 
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table listing various roles [e.g., contributor, reviewer, etc.], and page 254, especially the 
figure under bullet #3, and noting the column of data entitled "Role:".) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Spears for the benefit of Lawande, because to do so 
would have provided a mechanism for colleagues who use different scheduling 
programs or who use Outlook in another organization to exchange scheduling 
information, as taught by Spears in the second paragraph on page 134. These 
references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic calendars. 

However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. Brown, 
though, discloses, and including or referencing a defined schema for calendar 
data, (See Brown column 7 lines 3-6, discussing the inclusion of a schema with an XML 
data file.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Brown for the benefit of Lawande in view of Spears, 
because to do so would have provided a mechanism for a programmer to verify that all 
data required was included in an XML file, as taught by Brown in column 7 lines 7-9. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic 
calendars. 
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Regarding claim 5, Lawande discloses a defined element. (See Lawande 
column 51 Table 9, showing a calendar DTD listing, including elements such as 
TimeEntry".) 

Regarding claim 6, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. Spears, 
though, discloses a calendar item name. (See Spears page 169 Figure under bullet #8, 
especially the text field labeled "Subject:".) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Spears for the benefit of Lawande and Brown, 
because to do so would have provided a mechanism for colleagues who use different 
scheduling programs or who use Outlook in another organization to exchange 
scheduling information, as taught by Spears in the second paragraph on page 134. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic 
calendars. 

Regarding claim 7, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. Spears, 
though, discloses a calendar item date. (See Spears page 169 Figure under bullet #8, 
especially the date field labeled "Start time:".) 
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Regarding claim 8, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. Spears, 
though, discloses a calendar item duration. (See Spears page 169 Figure under bullet 
#8, especially the text field labeled "End time:".) 

Regarding claim 9, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. Spears, 
though, discloses a calendar item list of attendees. (See Spears page 169 Figure under 
bullet #8, especially the text field labeled "To:".) 

Regarding claim 10, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a calendar item notification setting. (See Spears page 169 
Figure under bullet #8, especially the check box labeled "Reminder:".) 

Regarding claim 11, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a calendar item priority setting. (See Spears page 188 
Figure under bullet #8, especially the "Priority:" setting pull down menu selector.) 

Claims 12-13 are each directed to a computer-readable medium for storing the 
instructions to implement the methods of claims 4-5. As such, these claims are 
substantially similar to claims 4-5, respectively, and therefore likewise rejected. 
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Regarding independent claim 14 . Lawande discloses: In a computer 
network, a method comprising: providing access to a network using a device, the 
access requiring associated identity information corresponding to the device; 
(See Lawande Figure 15, disclosing the use of a PALM device for accessing a calendar 
application, it having been well known in the art that a device ID or address was 
necessary to receive a transferred calendar data file. See also column 49 lines 38-42, 
discussing the use of personal information device identifiers for database lookups.) 
receiving a request for calendar data stored in a data store from a service 
accessible via the network using a service to service protocol, the request based 
on including the associated identity information; (See Lawande Figure 15, 
disclosing the use of a PALM device for accessing a calendar application, it having 
been well known in the art that a device ID or address was necessary to receive a 
transferred calendar data file. See also column 49 lines 38-42, discussing the use of 
personal information device identifiers for database lookups. See also column 45 lines 
27-36, disclosing an exemplary wireless network connection.) determining if the 
request is an allowable request based on the associated identity information and 
in response to a determination of allowability selecting the calendar data that 
corresponds to the identity information from among a plurality calendars in the 
data store; (See Lawande column 49 lines 37-50, disclosing calendar access and 
display from among a plurality of calendars.) and if the request is allowable, 
returning a calendar document to the device, and where the calendar data is 
structured with markup language that conforms to the schema. (See Lawande 
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column 50 line 64 through column 51 line 6 and column 51 Table 9, disclosing the 
downloading of calendar XML data and the use of a DTD. The Office notes that a DTD 
is an obvious variant of a schema. See also Lawande Figure 17, noting the path 
labeled To User Display".) 

However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. 
Spears, though, discloses: filtering the calendar data based on a type of role of the 
calendar data's requester, whereby the amount of calendar data to be returned 
varies according to a role of the requester; the calendar document including the 
filtered calendar data, (See Spears top of page 253, showing a table listing various 
roles [e.g., contributor, reviewer, etc.], and page 254, especially the figure under bullet 
#3, and noting the column of data entitled "Role:".) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Spears for the benefit of Lawande, because to do so 
would have provided a mechanism for colleagues who use different scheduling 
programs or who use Outlook in another organization to exchange scheduling 
information, as taught by Spears in the second paragraph on page 134. These 
references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic calendars. 

However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. Brown, 
though, discloses: and including with the calendar document a reference to or 
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copy of a schema associated with the service, (See Brown column 7 lines 3-6, 
discussing the inclusion of a schema with an XML data file.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Brown for the benefit of Lawande in view of Spears, 
because to do so would have provided a mechanism for a programmer to verify that all 
data required was included in an XML file, as taught by Brown in column 7 lines 7-9. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic 
calendars. 



Regarding claim 15, Lawande discloses a calendar service. (See Lawande 
Figure 17, showing a calendar application, which provides user access to a calendar 
database.) 



Claim 16 is substantially similar to claim 5, and therefore likewise rejected. 
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Regarding claim 17, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses manipulating calendar data if allowed to do so. (See Spears 
page 161 top Quick Reference entry, disclosing an editing manipulation request, the 
implication being that if such editing was performed, then it was allowable.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Spears for the benefit of Lawande, because to do so 
would have provided a mechanism for colleagues who use different scheduling 
programs or who use Outlook in another organization to exchange scheduling 
information, as taught by Spears in the second paragraph on page 1 34. These 
references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic calendars. 

Regarding claim 18, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a query manipulation. (See Spears page 161 third Quick 
Reference entry, disclosing a "Find an Appointment" query.) 

Regarding claim 19, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses an insert manipulation. (See Spears page 159 first Quick 
Reference entry, disclosing a "Schedule a Detailed Appointment" manipulation.) 
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Regarding claim 20, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a delete manipulation. (See Spears page 161 second Quick 
Reference entry, disclosing a "Delete a Recurring Appointment" manipulation.) 

Regarding claim 21, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses an update manipulation. (See Spears page 161 first Quick 
Reference entry, disclosing an "Edit ... a Recurring Appointment" manipulation.) 

Regarding claim 22, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a replace manipulation. (See Spears page 161 first Quick 
Reference entry, disclosing an "Edit or Move a Recurring Appointment" manipulation.) 

Regarding claim 23, Lawande does not explicitly disclose this limitation. 
Spears, though, discloses a send message manipulation. (See Spears page 161 fourth 
and fifth Quick Reference entries, disclosing various reminder manipulations.) 
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Regarding independent claim 24 . Lawande discloses: A method performed 
by a calendar service, (See Lawande Figure 17, showing a calendar service, in 
context of column 51 Table 9, listing a calendar DTD.) the method comprising: 
receiving requests via a network from a plurality of requesters, where each 
request comprises request content describing a request to the service, (See 
Lawande Figure 15, disclosing the use of a PALM device for accessing a calendar 
application, it having been well known in the art that a device ID or address was 
necessary to receive a transferred calendar data file. See also column 49 lines 38-42, 
discussing the use of personal information device identifiers for database lookups. See 
also column 45 lines 27-36, disclosing an exemplary wireless network connection.) 
including at least an identity of a user having calendar data maintained by the 
service, (See Lawande Figure 17, especially #942 A-C, disclosing access to stored 
calendar data associated with a user ID [e.g., Mom, Dad, Family].) and where the 
request also comprises markup language mat structures the request content 
such that it conforms with a schema that defines the service; (See Lawande 
column 50 line 64 through column 51 line 6 and column 51 Table 9, disclosing the 
downloading of calendar XML data and the use of a DTD. The Office notes that a DTD 
is an obvious variant of a schema.) using the identities of the requests to find the 
calendar data of the corresponding users; (See Lawande Figure 17, especially #942 
A-C, disclosing access to stored calendar data associated with a user ID [e.g., Mom, 
Dad, Family], and column 49 lines 38-42, discussing an exemplary use of personal 
information device identifiers for database lookups.) 
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However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. 
Spears, though, discloses: for each of the calendar data, determining portions of 
the calendar data to return to the calendar data's requester based on a type of 
role of the calendar data's requester, whereby an amount of calendar data to be 
returned to a requester varies according to a role of the requester; (See Spears 
top of page 253, showing a table listing various roles [e.g., contributor, reviewer, etc.], 
and page 254, especially the figure under bullet #3, and noting the column of data 
entitled "Role:".) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Spears for the benefit of Lawande, because to do so 
would have provided a mechanism for colleagues who use different scheduling 
programs or who use Outlook in another organization to exchange scheduling 
information, as taught by Spears in the second paragraph on page 134. These 
references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic calendars. 

However, Lawande does not explicitly disclose the remaining limitations. Brown, 
though, discloses: and via the network, returning responses to the respective 
requesters, where each response comprises its requester's determined calendar 
data and markup language that structures the calendar data such that it conforms 
with the schema that defines the service. (See Brown column 7 lines 3-6, discussing 
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the inclusion of a schema with an XML data file, in the context of Figure 2, showing 
network #62 access of an electronic calendar #59.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Brown for the benefit of Lawande in view of Spears, 
because to do so would have provided a mechanism for a programmer to verify that all 
data required was included in an XML file, as taught by Brown in column 7 lines 7-9. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., electronic 
calendars. 
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Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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